
October 16,2002 

Michael Lesar, Chief, Rules Review and Directives Branch 
Division of Administrations Services 
Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555 

bear Mr. Lesar, " 

I highly oppose the proposal of the LES Uranium enrichment plant in Hartsville G 

Tennessee. I oppose any expansion of the nuclear power industry due 
to the costly and unsolved problem of waste disposal in addition to the illnesses 
and suffering of workers in places such as Oak Ridge. The tax money we are 
spending to compensate families of sick workers on Oak Ridge would be better spent on 
schools, and those sick workers would be better off if they had never seen the Oak Ridge 
facility. Despite these deeply held opinions my stance on the proposed plant in Hartsville 
deepeied when I drove through it anid appreciated the beauty of the coiih~tiside, when I 
sat inside Trousdale county highschool and looked into the faces of the young people of 
Hartsville. How can anyone claim that a plant that will operate a maximum of 25 or 30 
years and leave behind thousands of tons of waste with a lifespan of millions of 
years is benefiejal? That is an awfully heavy burden for the children of Trousdale 
county to-hold. How can we justify.expanding aformof-energy-that has 
continially sickened people and proven haiard6iis to oiir s6il arnd i•iter? 
Please do not expose the people of Trousdale county and Tennessee to these 
dangers. I ask you not to respond to any request by LES to limit public comment 
in any way. I also believe that the comment period should be extended and that 
there should be a number of public hearings on this matter.  

Respectfully, 

Emily E. Frith 
281 Paragon Mills Rd.  
Nashville TN 37211


